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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

Applicants' responses filed on November 18, 2009 have been fully considered. 
Claim 1 is amended. Claims 3, 9- 12, and 16- 20 have been cancelled. Claims 1, 2, 4- 8 
and 13-15 are pending. 

The Declaration under 37 CFR 1.132 filed on November 18, 2009 is insufficient to 
overcome the rejection of claims 1, 2, 4- 8 and 13-15 based upon the rejection under 35 
USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ghosh, US 2004/0261 196 in view of Model, US 
3,903,007 as set forth in the last Office action because: the evidence in the Declaration 
can only prove that the instant claimed invention has benefit of preventing and reducing 
the growth of bacteria. The evidence does not illustrate facts showing the difference 
between the claimed invention and the instant reference. Because the Ghosh and Model 
disclose the same cleaning method and composition as the claimed invention, they 
implicitly have the same effectiveness as that alleged by the applicant. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 1, 2, 4 - 7, and 14- 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ghosh et al. (US. 2004/0261 196) in view of Model et al. (US. 
3,903,007). 

Regarding claims 1 and 2, Ghosh et al. teach the method and the composition for 
treating the fabric articles (abstract and [01 19]), wherein the composition comprises 
antimicrobial agent including 2-(4'-thiazolyl) benzimidazole [0101] which satisfy the 
formula as recited by the applicant when R, is hydrogen. Ghosh et al. teach the 
composition comprising from about 0.01 to 20 percent of antimicrobial organism [0100], 
including 2-(4'-thiazolyl) benzimidazole [0101], 1 to 99 percent by weight of surfactants 
including anionic, nonionic, cationic, and zwitterionic [0095] which is detergent. Ghosh 
et al. further teach the composition comprising builder, bleach, bleach activator, alcohol, 
hydrotropes, fabric softening agent [0118], and water in an amount of from 1 to 90 
percent by weight of the composition [0112]. Ghosh et al. '196 teach the method of 
cleaning the fabric articles in conventional laundry process or in a dry cleaning process 
[0027] in which the cleaning composition should contact with the fabric articles, wherein 
the conventional cleaning is carried out with a large amount of water at the consumer's 
home or other place [0004]. Ghosh et al. teach further teach the composition comprising 
an antimicrobial agent 2,4,4'- trichloro- 2' hydroxyl diphenyl ether [0102], which 
satisfies the formula as recited by the applicant when p= 0, n= 0, and o= 1, m= 1, and r= 
2. 
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Ghosh et al. ' 196 do not teach cleaning method having the ratio of the textile fiber 
materials to water in washing machine. Model et al. teach detergent composition 
comprising hydroxyl- diphenyl ether and method of using (see examples I - II, col. 9 - 
10), wherein the ratio of fabric to water (washing liquor) is 1 : 20. Ghosh et al. '196 and 
Model et al. are analogous arts because they are in the same field of endeavor, namely, 
cleaning composition comprising the same antimicrobial agent. At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinaiy skill in the art to use the method 
of cleaning and the ratio of Model et al. in the teaching of Ghosh et al. to provide the 
convenience for the consumer and achieve a suitable level for microbial disinfection. 

Regarding claims 4 -7, see the rejection of claim 1. Ghosh et al. further teach the 
composition comprising cleaning adjuncts in an amount of from 0.01 to 10 percent 
[0028] including builder, bleach and bleach activator (claim 19, p. 8). Ghosh et al. also 
teach the composition comprising sulfonated oleic acid [0101] which is capable of using 
as component (b) which can be used in an amount of from 0.01 to 20 percent [0100]. 

Regarding claim 14, Ghosh et al. teach the method of using the composition for 
cleaning clothing [0027]. However, Ghosh et al. do not teach the method being used for 
cotton, wool, and polyamide. Model et al. teach a detergent composition and a method of 
using the composition cleaning fibers including cotton, wool and polyamide (col. 5: 62- 
col. 6: 3). At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinaiy 
skill in the art to use the teaching of Model et al. in the teaching of Ghosh et al.. The 
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motivation is to provide acceptable cleaning across variety of materials to meet high 
expectation of the users. 

Regarding claim 15, see the rejection of claim 1. Ghosh et al. do not teach the 
method, wherein the composition is in solid or liquid. Model et al. teach the composition 
in liquid form (emulsion concentrate, col. 22: 3- 47), or in solid form (powder, col. 21: 
30- 68). At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to use variety form of the composition of Model et al. in the teaching of Ghosh 
et al.. The motivation is to provide the wide range for using the composition in different 
applications. 

Claim 8 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ghosh et al. (US. 2004/0261 196) and Model et al. (US. 3,903,007) as applied to claim 1 
above in view of Majeti et al. (US. 2003/0212232). 

Regarding claim 8, see the rejection of claim 1. Ghosh et al. teach the cleaning 
method, wherein the composition comprising enzyme. However, Ghosh et al. do not 
teach specific enzyme in the composition. Majeti et al. teach the composition for treating 
textile and hard surface, wherein the composition comprises the enzyme including 
protease, amylase, and lipase [0181]. Majeti et al. and Ghosh et al. are analogous art 
because they are in the same field of endeavor, namely, home care composition for textile 
or fabric and other surface, wherein both compositions comprises antimicrobial agent 2', 
4, 4'-trichloro-2-hydroxy-diphenyl-ether. At the time of the invention, it would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use protease, amylase, and lipase of 
Majeti et al. in the teaching of Ghosh et al. as an alternative equivalent in order to help 
break down the stain on the surface being treated. 

Regarding claim 13, see the rejection of claims 1 and 8. Ghosh et al. do not teach 
specific temperature. Model et al. teach the method of cleaning as said, wherein the 
temperature of the process is at 40 degree of Celsius (col. 11:1-8). At the time of the 
invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
temperature in the method of Model et al. in the teaching of Ghosh et al. The motivation 
is to achieve the effective cleaning efficacy of the composition. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on November 18, 2009 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. Applicants' argue that the examiner is of the opinion that Ghosh 
et al. teach the cleaning method and the composition as said. This is not persuasive 
because the evidence shows that Ghosh et al. teach the cleaning method and the 
composition as said in the rejection above. 

Applicants show that the claimed invention has another benefit of preventing and 
reducing bacteria and fungi growth. Because there is no evidence showing that the 
method and the composition disclosed in the teaching of Ghosh and Model et al. are 
different from the claimed invention, because the composition comprises the same 
components with the same proportion as the claimed invention, Ghosh and Model et al. 
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will have the same antibacterial and fungicidal effectiveness for cleaning the fabric article 
as claimed by the applicants. 

Because the rejections are deemed proper, all claims stand rejected; therefore, 
made Final. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to THUY-AI N. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3294. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday: 8:30 a.m. - 
5:00 p.m. eastern time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton I. Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Milton I. Cano/ THA 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1796 



